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, uWED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AQENc n REGION Vlll 

999 18th STREET - SUITE 500 
DENVER, C OLORADO 80 2 0 2-  2406 
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Ref: 8HWM-FF 29 1~ 

Mr. George DiCiera, City Manager 
C i t y  o f  Broomfield 
#6 Garden O€fice Center 
Broomfield, CO 8 0 0 2 0  

Dear Mr. DiCiero: 

Baaed on discussions at the October 1 0 ,  1 9 9 0 ,  meeting o f  the  
Rocky Flats Coordination Group and the October 18,  1990, mooting 
between representat ives  o f  EPA and t h e  Cities of  Westmineter, 
Broornfidd, Thornton and Northglenn ( C i t i e o )  it i s  EPA's 
understanding that the Cit ies  intend t o  begin a c t i v i t i e s  xelatod 
t o  construction of the project to d i v e r t  Woman Creek around the 
Standley Lake Reservoir during t h i .  calendar year. A6 you know 
from these dircueioions, EPA continues t o  have concerns about a the 
propoeed project and how the ac t iv i t i es  relate t o  the 
Comprehensive Environmont&l Response, Compensation, and L i a b i l i t y  
A c t  (CERCLA) process.  The i n t e n t  of  t h i s  le t ter  is t o  clarify 
thoee concerns and t o  reiterate our point  of  view which has been 
expreesed previously,  We a r e  conf ident  t h a t  our concerns can be 
addressed by the approgriato actionr on the part o f  t h e  Cities. 
I suggest t h a t  we begin working sess ions  between the technica l  
representat ives  from a l l  concerned gartiee and t h a t  them 
exchanger continue throughout the design and construct ion 
process.  EPA is interested in ensuring t h a t  your proposed 
p r o j e c t  does not contravene CERCLA reguirgments as well as 
satisfies the concern6 of your community. 

Our concerns w i t h  t h e  proposed project can bo summarized as 
follows: 

a.  The construction I s  proposed w i t h i n  the boundaries o f  a 
CERCLA s i t e  undergoing CERCLA response a c t i v i t i e s .  
concerned t h a t  the proposed p r o j e c t  may be incons is tent  w i t h  
these CERCLA a c t i v i t i e s .  Therefore, it 1 6  c r i t i c a l  t h a t  you 
Involve EPA during the design of  t h i s  project and allow us t o  
suggest design features w h i c h  may avoid potential  incons is tenc ies  
with CERCLA. However, regardless o f  EPA involvement, since 
selection of a CERCLA remedy at this time is premature, any 
ac t ion  taken by the Cities i s  a t  r i s k  with respect t o  a CERcLA 
r ernedy 

We are 

b. The construction a c t i v i t i e s  may have t h e  p o t e n t i a l  t o  
r e l e a s s  hazardous substances i n t o  t h a  environment and thereby 
endanger public health or  t h e  environmont. 
c o n s t r u c t i o n ,  you need t o  8668s~ the potential for such a release 
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as well as i t s  impact on public health and the environment. 
an asse-ssment must consider all contaminmts present a t  a s i t e ,  
actual  And p o t e n t i a l  exposure pathwayo, actual and p o t e n t i a l  
exposure route$, and exposed papulation6 ( i n c l u d i n g  construction 
workers). To date, we are not aware that such an assessment has 
been completed. The information that was pxetcsnted to EPA at the 
October 18, 1990, meeting was incomplete w i t h  respect t o  both the 
suite of hazardous sub6tances that may be present as wall as 
sufficient data w i t h i n  the v i c i n i t y  of the proposed project. 

Such 

c. Without a clear understanding of the nature and extent 
of  the soil and sedlment contamination a t  and adjacent t o  the 
Rocky Flats  P l a n t ,  we are concerned t h a t  an assessment cannot bo 
made of the impacts an downstream human and environmental 
populationr resulting from the d i v e r s i o n  of Woman Creek and the 
interception o f  p o t e n t i a l l y  contaminated runoff .  
necessary t o  control discharges downstream and/or monitor the 
status of  downstream sediments and water. However, such 
decis ion8 are premature w i t h o u t  tho necessary data and 
aeserrmont. . 

It may ba 

EPA is committed t o  protecting the waters of  the State of 

We suggest the C i t i e s  design 
Colorado and to ass i s t ing  the  Cities i n  maintaining the high 
q u a l i t y  of thalr  drinking water. 
and conduct a study which a s s e s s ~ s  whether the project w i l l  pose 
a threat t o  human health or  t h e  environment. Such a study should 
include an appropriate data c o l l e c t i o n  program and risk 
evaluation. If the Cities can demonstrate w i t h  an acceptabia 
level of confidence that thero  is no contamination present i n  the 
areas of the proposed construction, or that the contamination 
present does not c o n s t i t u t e  a health risk a8 a result o f  the 
construction a c t i v i t i e s  o r  the reeulting divers ion,  our 
environmental concerns w i l l  be s a t i s f i e d ,  

We look forward t o  working w i t h  the C i t i e s  in evaluating the 
anvironmental impacts as well as throughout the design and 
const ruc t ion  phases of t h e  project t o  r e i o l v e  our concerns. 
Phase  contact Ma. Bonita Lavelle at ( 3 0 3 )  294-1165 t o  arrange a 
meeting t o  i n i t i a t e  technical discussions on t h i s  matter. 

Sincerely,  

Divis ion  
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cc: Melanie Baxgex, OS-530 
Matt Glasser, C i t y  of Broomfield 
Thomsd Looby, CDH 
Robert M, Nelson, DOE/RFO 
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